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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/26/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

The examiner acknowledges the amendment made to claim 1 . Claims 1-7 are 
pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Yamaguchi et al. (US 5,725,210). 

Yamaguchi et al. (herein referred to as Yamaguchi) discloses a pachinko style 
gaming machine comprising a gaming board having at least one winning hole whereby 
a prescribed number of balls is paid out as the ball falls into the winning hole. 
Yamaguchi refers to the "winning hole" as a winning port 7 in Fig. 2 and in col. 4, line 
22; as well as in col. 2, lines 48-50. The gaming machine also features a display unit 
which displays images of a variable display game, a single game of which start out with 
a plurality of symbols being displayed variably and ends with the stopping of the 
variable display on a plurality of symbols. In reference to fig. 2, Yamaguchi discloses a 
picture 18, i.e. symbol, is generated on the liquid crystal display (col. 4, lines 9-10), and 
the symbol, is no longer displayed at the end of the game (col. 4, line 55). Yamaguchi 
discloses the gaming machine as having a display unit disposed on the reverse face of 
the gaming board and at least a part of the gaming board is transparent in column 6, 
lines 10-14; col. 2, lines 12-15. 

Additionally, Yamaguchi discloses that the game board includes at least one 
color and/or at least one pattern in col. 1 , lines 17-18, wherein a game board has 
"decorations such as pinwheels". These pinwheels may be arranged in any manner, 
comprising a pattern of arrangement. Further, the display unit is configured to display 
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anything the game implementor desires to display. For instance, Yamaguchi 
contemplates configuring the liquid crystal display to display various animation 
sequences and pictures in accordance with the events of the game (col. 3, lines 39-57; 
col. 4, lines 55-56, 63-65). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to include colors and/or patterns corresponding to 
the gaming board as the display disclosed by Yamaguchi is capable of displaying any 
desired picture, color, pattern, animation sequence, etc. at the discretion of the game 
implementor. 

Yamaguchi discloses "the present invention is a game machine comprising a 
game board having at least one transparent area over which balls pass , and 
electronic display device below the transparent area " (col. 2, lines 22-25; emphasis 
added). Further, col. 4, lines 4-10 recite "In FIG> 1, a reference numeral 1 denotes the 
frame of the game machine, and a reference numeral 2 denotes a variable display unit 
of a liquid crystal display disposed on the back of the game board 3 of the pachinko 
machine" (emphasis added). As shown in Fig. 2, the frame 1 attaches or connects the 
game board 3 to the variable display unit 2, i.e. to the liquid crystal display unit. Fig. 2 is 
included herein, with labels added for illustration purposes. 
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frame — 
game board 




Yamaguchi et al. Fig. 2 

Regarding claim 2, Yamaguchi discloses the display unit is disposed to be on the 
entire reverse face of the gaming board in col. 2, lines 64-67, such that "it may be 
acceptable to constitute the variable display uniit of a size substantially the same as that 
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of the game board so that the entire surface of the game board becomes the variable 
display unit". 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, wherein the gaming board has a transmittance rate of 
30% or more, and further wherein the gaming board has a transmittance rate of 50% or 
more, col. 2 lines 58-59 disclose that the game board may be wholly transparent. To be 
"wholly transparent" is to have a 100% transmittance rate, and therefore meets the 
limitations of having a 30% or more, as well as a 50% or more, transmittance rate. 

Regarding claim 5, wherein the gaming board comprises an acrylic resin, 
Yamaguchi discloses the use of an acrylic resin gaming board in col. 3, lines 3-15. 

Regarding claim 6, wherein the part of the gaming board behind which the 
display unit is disposed has a peg, Yamaguchi discloses the use of nails, i.e. pegs, 
attached to the gaming board in col. 2, lines 47-48. 

Regarding claim 7, wherein the gaming machine further comprises a plurality of 
displays, Yamaguchi discloses the use of a plurality of displays in col. 3, lines 1 -2. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed December 26, 2007 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Specifically, applicant's argument that Yamaguchi does not 
teach or suggest a display unit that is attached to a reverse face of a game board is not 
persuasive. As shown in Fig. 2 of Yamaguchi, reproduced above, the frame member 
(numeral 1) attaches, i.e. connects, the LCD panel (numeral 2) to the reverse face of 
the game board (numeral 3). They game board and LCD panel elements are bound 
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together, or attached, in such a way that the LCD panel is configured to be behind the 
game board. While Yamaguchi discloses that the game board may be removable from 
the game machine in col. 2, lines 1 7-18, the examiner submits that this feature is not 
intended for use during the actual game play. Yamaguchi describes game play as the 
present invention is a game machine comprising a game board having at least one 
transparent area over which balls pass , and electronic display device below the 
transparent area " (col. 2, lines 22-25; emphasis added), and therefore there would be 
no reason to remove the game board during game play. 

The examiner acknowledges that Yamaguchi "fails to disclose or otherwise 
suggest any provision of a hole or winning port that penetrates through the variable 
display unit 2" (Remarks, P. 6). The examiner has not made an assertion of such a 
feature, as this limitation is not included in applicant's claims. The hole or winning port 
of Yamaguchi is in the game board (col. 4, lines 21-23), not through the variable display 
unit disposed behind the game board, in a manner identical to the invention claimed by 
the applicant. 

During game play, the balls pass over the transparent area of the game board 
(col. 22, lines 22-25). The winning ball guide 9, as stated by applicant (Remarks P. 5), is 
located between the game board 3 and variable display unit 2, however this element is 
provided for winning ball guidance , i.e. balls that, during the course of game play, 
have fallen through a winning hole on the face of the game board 3. This winning ball 
guide element does not prevent the LCD panel from being attached to the game board 
as shown in the above Fig. 2. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MEAGAN THOMASSON whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2080. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 830-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Meagan Thomasson 
March 4, 2008 
/XUAN M. THAI/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



